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people in America forgot the lessons of
history when a blank check was given
to a President in Iraq. There are still
some lessons to learn.

The Vietnam War was going badly, so
much so that an earlier President did
not merely escalate the war, he ex-
panded it into Laos and Cambodia, se-
cret bombing that did not shorten the
Vietnam War or offer a path to resolu-
tion.

My fear is that we will forget all the
lessons of the Vietnam War. It is time
to ask the question: Is Iran the next
Laos or Cambodia?

With things going badly in Iraq, will
the President continue to ignore the
lessons of history and order the Amer-
ican military not merely to escalate
but to expand the war beyond Iraq? I
wish a question like this did not have
to be asked, but we cannot watch Iraq,
consider Vietnam, and not worry that a
President who refuses to learn from
history or admit mistakes is not
doomed to repeating the same mis-
takes.

Military action is not the answer in
Iraq, in Iran or Gaza, or any other flash
point in the Middle East. We need to
dispatch an army all right, an army of
diplomats armed not with bullets but
with ideas, with resolve and with a
book of American history in every
briefcase.

The way out of Iraq must begin here
on Capitol Hill, because down the
street at the White House, they are
only talking about more ways in and,
we fear, other places to go. This war
must end now, and there should be a
binding resolution to indicate that to
the President and to the American peo-
ple.

——
AMNESTY FOR U.S. BORDER PA-
TROL AGENTS RAMOS AND
COMPEAN

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
JONES) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. JONES of North Carolina.
Madam Speaker, 3 weeks ago, two U.S.
Border Patrol agents entered Federal
prison. Agents Ramos and Compean
never should have been sent to prison.

These agents were convicted last
spring for shooting a Mexican drug
smuggler who brought 743 pounds of
marijuana across our southern borders
into Texas. Members of Congress and
countless American citizens have re-
peatedly petitioned President Bush to
pardon these agents. At the House
Democratic Caucus last week, the
President said, and I quote the Presi-
dent, ‘“We want our Border Patrol
agents guarding the borders from
criminals and drug dealers and terror-
ists.”

Agents Ramos and Compean were
protecting the American people from
an illegal drug dealer. Mr. President,
we are calling on you today, as you
pledged you would last month, to take
a sober look at this case.
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Many Members of Congress have
warned that if these two border agents
enter prison, their safety would be
threatened by those who hate law en-
forcement officers. Madam Speaker,
tragically this happened last Saturday
evening to Agent Ramos who was beat-
en in prison by a group of Mexican na-
tionals.

Mr. President, the safety of these
men is in jeopardy and time is running
out. You alone have the authority to
correct this injustice by pardoning
these two men. Mr. President, please
do not delay your review of the facts of
this case.

Madam Speaker, my colleagues and I
will soon be sending a fifth letter to
the President concerning these agents.
We are asking the President to please
expedite his consideration of a pardon
for these two men and help these fami-
lies realize that America is a country
that believes in justice. Madam Speak-
er, I want to repeat that phrase very
quickly: America is a country that be-
lieves in justice.

Mr. President, please help these two
Border agents. They deserve our praise,
not to be in prison. Please, Mr. Presi-
dent, help them out now.

————

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
PRO TEMPORE

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mem-
bers are reminded to address their re-
marks to the Chair.

————
THE PRESIDENT’S BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DEFAZIO. Well, finally, I have
some grounds for agreement with the
President, at least rhetorically. He
says he is committed to balancing the

budget by 2012. Unfortunately, after
that statement, our disagreements
begin.

First and foremost, he forgets or ne-
glects to tell the American people that
he achieves this so-called balance by
borrowing $1.2 trillion of Social Secu-
rity surplus, spending it and replacing
it with IOUs.

Remember, just last year, the Presi-
dent was shocked, shocked, when he
went to Parkersburg, West Virginia,
that the Social Security trust fund
consisted of nothing but I0Us.

Now, the Federal Government is
pretty good for its debts unless you run
up such a mountain of debt and you cut
revenues so much with tax cuts for the
wealthy that you can’t afford to meet
those obligations; you can’t afford to
cash in the bonds or the IOUs to Social
Security. And I believe that is his long-
term plan, to bankrupt Social Secu-
rity, Medicare and other New Deal pro-
grams that this administration viscer-
ally hates because they don’t encour-
age people to stand on their own. They
say it would be a more productive soci-
ety if we just didn’t have all those so-
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cial support programs or guarantees of
Social Security.

I think they give people an oppor-
tunity. They allow people to take
chances during their life because they
know, if they don’t make it in that
business or something else they are
trying to do, at least they have got a
foundation there for their later years.
So we should not jeopardize Social Se-
curity; the President should not bor-
row and spend the entire Social Secu-
rity surplus just before the baby
boomers retire.

But even after he does that, the
President’s budget does not achieve
balance. Far from it. The President’s
budget assumes there will be no cost
for the war in Iraq or the war in Af-
ghanistan after 2009. I guess he has a
withdrawal plan he has not told us
about.

What about the much vaunted war on
terror? No money in the future budgets
for that. He assumes all that goes
away, you know, the incredible
amounts of money we are spending
there.

He further assumes that if we cut
taxes more for the wealthy, that the
government will get more revenues.
Now, isn’t that a beautiful world? If we
could just eliminate taxes for the
wealthy, I guess we would go back to
having surpluses for the Federal Gov-
ernment under the bizarre economic
theories followed by these
neoconservatives who thus far have
been proven to be pretty wrong on a
host of things, starting with Iraq and
on down to their bizarre theories that,
as you reduce revenues, your revenues
increase. They don’t.

Plain and simple, the wealthiest
among us have to start paying their
fair share to support this country par-
ticularly in a time of crisis. Why
shouldn’t they sacrifice? Like the
young men and women, many of whom
are in the National Guard because they
needed an income. Yes, they wanted to
serve our country, but they also needed
the income; many of whom are in the
military, yes, because they want to
serve our country but also because
they hope to get those education bene-
fits and some training to do better
when they come out.

But the wealthiest, they are given a
total buy. They have been given tax
cuts, the first tax cuts in a time of war
in the history of the United States of
America. But the President doesn’t
think we should ask anything of the
wealthy, and he pretends that if we ex-
tend their tax breaks forever, if we
eliminate taxes on estates worth over
$56 million, then in fact the government
will have more revenues. Unfortu-
nately, it is not true. It will increase
the deficit wildly beyond the numbers
in his budget.

So he borrows all of the Social Secu-
rity surplus, robs the trust funds,
spends the money, replaces it with
IOUs, cuts taxes for the rich people.
How else does he pretend to get the
balance? By cutting Medicare.
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